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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-13, and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use 
the invention. The features of "having the plurality of operating systems being booted up 
at the same time or generated at the same time" is not taught or suggested in the 
original specifications. The applicant should further note that features that are not 
supported by the specifications are not entitled patentable weight. 

DETAILED ACTION 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1-3, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Loucks (5,764,984). 

Claims Loucks 
1 . An operating system management See the title and abstract. Loucks 
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method for managing a plurality of 
operating systems, comprising the steps 
of: 

enabling each of a plurality of 
operating systems to record its 
operation information item corresponded 
to operation information items of those 
other operating systems, regarded to 
have been generated approximately at 
the same time; 



provides for coordinating resources 
(managing) for a plurality of operating 
systems, see col. 2 lines 47-51 . 

See col. 2 lines 28-51 . Loucks provides 
for concurrent and transparent 
support by linking basic services (that 
inherently had been recorded to enable 
concurrency without performance 
penalties, col. 2 lines 15-17. 



replacing alternately and operating in a 
time sharing manner said plurality of 
operating systems, said plurality of 
operating systems being booted up at 
the same time; 



See col. 2 lines 66-67 and col. 5 
lines 37-45. See also col. 3 lines 
1-3, which inherently indicates that 
time is shared. It is not clear that 
anything in the specifications teach 
booting at the same time, in fact, it is not 
clear that booting is even mentioned in 
the applicant's system; except in the 
newly modified claims. Furthermore, it 
appears that Loucks may provide for the 
features also in that he gives control to 
the dominant system (which makes it 
appear that the others exist or are 
loaded also or there would be no need 
to give control to one over another that 
does not exist), see col. 3 lines 58-62. 



operating said plurality of operating 
systems as software of a common 
computing unit; 



See col. 1 lines 56-67. See also col. 3 
lines 27-29, which indicates that 
control is based on a single (common) 
unit. 



finding the correspondence of an See col. 4 lines 7-27. 

operation information item to be 

assumed as a reference of said 

approximately same times from 

operation information items recorded 

by said operating systems; and 



finding a sequence of operation 
information items recorded by said 
other operating systems according to 



See fig. 3. and col. 3 line 65-col. 4 line 
6. 
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As per claims 2-3, see the rejection of claim 1 above. 
Claim 13 is also rejected as claim 1 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 4-12, 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Loucks as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of the NPL references to 
Strohmer in view of Watanabe (JP 06-332568). Loucks is not considered to teach the 
feature of finding a sequence... using size of a counter value added to operation 
information items... as specified in claim 14. However, the feature is taught by Strohmer 
(JP 05-307424) to enable synchronization control in systems functioning with different 
time basis, see the title and the abstract. While it may be construed that Strohmer does 
not teach the actual counter feature, the feature is considered taught by Watanabe in 
recording the differences in network system times to enable synchronization between 
computers with incompatible time flow. Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Loucks 
system with the teachings of Strohmer in view of Watanabe in order to provide for 
synchronization between systems with incompatible system times to provide for 
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timesharing between operating systems executing on the same kernel and utilizing the 
same resources. 

Claims 15-17 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 14. 

In reference to claim 4, the counter information and difference information 
provided above in view of claim 14 is considered to provide for the trace information, 
since it represents the difference in timing sequences at various times during execution. 

Although Loucks/Strohmer/Watanabe does not indicate where software 
components are located, the location of the control program (claims 5 and 1 1) is not 
considered to provide a different functionality than the features provided for in claim 4. 
The location of a software component is considered merely a choice of design; since, 
the overall functionality is still the same. Therefore, moving software components 
around in the system is not considered to provide a new system and claim 5 is rejected 
as claim 4. Loucks is considered to provide such a feature in view of his routing in col. 5 
lines 18-32. 

The calculating and recording of the difference values, indicated above, is 
considered to provide for the trace editing (switching, synchronization and inter- 
operating) features of claims 6-1 0 and 1 2. 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 7 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John Chavis whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3720. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9:00am-5:30pm, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lewis Bullock can be reached on (571) 272-3759. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/JC/ 
3/21/08 

/John Chavis/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2193 



